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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-36 and 55-58 are presented for examination. Claims 37-54 
have been cancelled. Claims 55-58 are new. 

Information Disclosure Statement 



2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 05/02/2005 
was filed after the mailing date of the Office Action filed on 04/26/2005. The 
submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, 
the information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final 
rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 
37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, 
the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 07/26/2005 has been entered. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 23, 25,27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
The claims doe not show any connectivity between verification database and 
network servers. Applicant is requested to telephone examiner to clarify the 
steps of claimed invention. 

6. Claim 1, 23, 25,27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being incomplete for omitting essential elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. 
The omitted elements are: How the table of content information is received 
at the network server". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-36 and 55-58 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over anticipated by Hurtado et al. (6,611,812) (hereinafter 
Hurtado) in view of Collart et al. (6,405,203) (hereinafter Collart). 

9. As per claim 1, Hurtado discloses in a system comprising a 
communications network connecting a plurality of network servers and a 
plurality of computers, a network server comprising: 

a verification database comprising (col 26, lines 45-65, and col 31, 
lines 55-64); 

master table of contents (metadata provides information about the 
content, quality, condition, and other characteristics of data, here metadata 
provides information about the music CD .g., artist, producer, album cover, 
track length, col 12, lines 17-25) information corresponding to each of a 
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plurality of sets of digitized content (col 20, lines 14-18 and col 31, lines 55- 
64); 

at least one master songprint identifier (col 12, lines 17-25) 
corresponding to each of the plurality of sets of digitized content (col 31, 
lines 55-58); and 

wherein the network server is programmed to (fig 9, col 74, line 60); 

receive at least one of a plurality of songprint identifiers from the at 
least one of the plurality of computers (col 25, lines 50-67), and 
wherein each songprint identifier is derived from digitized content. Hurtado 
specifically does not disclose receive at least one of a plurality of selections 
of table of contents information from at least one of the plurality of 
computers . However, Collart discloses receive at least one of a plurality of 
selections of table of contents information from at least one of the plurality 
of computers (600-650, fig 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Hurtado and Collart. The motivation would have been to 
preventing unauthorized users from using the content of an electronic 
storage medium. 

10. As per clai 2 and 30, claims are rejected for the same reasons as claim 
1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to receive one selection of table of 
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content information from the at least one of the plurality of computers (fig 6, 
col 25, lines 24-38 and col 31, lines 40-67). 

11. As per claims 3 and 31, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to receive a songprint 
identifier from the at least one of the plurality of computers (fig 6, col 25, 
lines 24-38 and col 31, lines 40-67). 

12. As per claim 4, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the table of content 
information comprises at least one length of digital content (fig 16, col 61, 
lines 25-29). 

13. As per claim 5, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to request at least one of a plurality of 
regions of digitized content from the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (fig 16, col 95-96). 

14. As per claim 6, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to request one region of digitized 
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content from the at least one of the plurality of computers (col 95-96). 

15. As per claim 7, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses the request for one or more regions of 
digitized content is generated as a function of a pseudo-random sequence 
(track content, col 14, lines 56-60). 

16. As per claim 8, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses the pseudo-random sequence is a 
function of a network address of the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (col 14, lines 24-67). 

17. As per claim 9, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the pseudo-random sequence 
is a function of a time of day (col 93, lines 61-67). 

18. As per claim 10, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the pseudo-random sequence 
is a function of both a network address of at least one of the plurality of 
computers and a time of day (user identification, col 94, lines 3-13). 
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19. As per claim 11, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the request for regions of 
digitized content is further comprised of a request for at least one of a 
plurality of decoy regions of digitized content from the at least one of the 
plurality of computers (user interface, col 88, lines 29-51). 

20. As per claim 12, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the request for an at least one 
of a plurality of decoy regions of digitized content is a function of a pseudo- 
random sequence (HTML pages, col 88, lines 33-51). 

21. As per claim 13, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the pseudo-random sequence 
is a function of a network address of the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (URL, col 88, lines 52-67). 

22. As per claim 14, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the pseudo-random sequence 
is comprising a function of a time of day (col 43, lines 35-40). 
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23. As per claim 15, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the pseudo-random sequence 
is comprising a function of both a network address of the at least one of the 
plurality of computers and the time of day (URL, col 88, lines 33-51). 

24. As per claim 16, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the request for one or more 
than regions of digitized content is further comprised of only one non-decoy 
region of digitized content from the at least one of the plurality of computers 
(content player, col 90, lines 55-64). 

25. As per claim 17, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the verification database is 
further comprised of only one master table of contents identifier for each of 
a corresponding plurality of sets of digitized content (digital content library, 
col 95, lines 8-29). 

26. As per claim 18, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the verification database is 
further comprised of only one master songprint identifier for each of a 
corresponding plurality of sets of digitized content (col 12, lines 17-25 and 
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col 31, lines 55-64) 

27. As per claims 19 and 32, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses further programmed to verify 
whether the received table of content information correlates with the master 
table of content information (col 31, lines 55-64). 

28. As per claims 20, 24, 28 and 33, claims are rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to verify whether 
the received table of content information correlates perfectly with the master 
table of content information (col 31, lines 55-64). 

29. As per claims 21, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses programmed to verify whether the 
received songprint identifiers correlates with the master songprint identifier 
(col 31, lines 55-64 and col 12, lines 17-25). 

30. As per claims 22, 26, 34, and 35, claims are rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses further 
programmed to verify whether the received songprint identifier correlates 
perfectly with any master songprint identifier (col 31, lines 55-64 and col 12, 
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lines 17-25). 

31. As per Claim 23, 25, 27 and 29 are rejected based on the same 
reasoning as claim 1, in addition to Hurtado discloses as a function of 
whether or not the received selections of table of contents information 
correlate with any of the master table of contents information (col 31, lines 
55-64 and col 12, lines 17-25), 

request at least one of a plurality of regions of digitized content from the 
at least one of plurality of computers (HTML pages, col 88, lines 33-51). 

32. As per claim 36, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses further programmed to generate the 
master table of contents identifier by performing steps of: reading table of 
contents data from the medium (col 67, lines 54-65); 

computing a cryptographic (col 30-40) hash value (col 42, lines 40- 
41) of the concatenation of the lengths of each track (col 14, lines 56-57) on 
the medium (col 41, lines 5-67); and 

truncating the cryptographic (col 16, line 7) hash value (col 17, lines 8-16). 
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55. As per claim 55, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Collart discloses each master songprint identifier is 
derived from a digitized content master, and wherein each received 
songprint identifier is derived from a digitized content copy (560, fig 5). 

56. As per claim 56, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Collart discloses the server receives table of contents 
Information and a songprint identifier corresponding to the digitized content 
copy, and wherein the server is further programmed to use the received 
table of contents information and songprint identifiers to identify a 
correlation between a digitized content master having corresponding 
information stored in the verification database and the digitized content copy 
(600, 620, fig 6). 

57. As per claim 57, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Collart discloses the server is further programmed to 
verify the digitized content copy using information stored in the verification 
database corresponding to the correlated digitized content master (600, 
620, fig 6 and 560 fig 5). 
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58. As per claim 58, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Collart discloses the server is further programmed to 
request at least one content portion of the digitized content copy using the 
identified correlation between one of the digitized content masters and the 
digitized content copy (elements of fig 6 and 560 fig 5). 

Conclusion 



33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

U.S Patent 6,434,535 

U.S. Patent 6,031,795 

U.S. Patent 6,522,769 

U.S. Publication 2005/0149759 

U.S. Patent 6,560,403 

U.S. Patent 6,952,523 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A. Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday -Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272- 
3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



MAS 




